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Memorandum 

To:      State  Director  (C-910) 

From:    District  Manager,  California  Desert 

Subject:  1984  Amendment  Decision 

Enclosed  is  the  Record  of  Decision  for  the  1984  Amendment  Review  of  the 
California  Desert  Plan  indicating  my  approval  of  the  amendments. 

The  enclosed  document  is  provided  for  your  review  and  concurrence. 
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Enclosure 


I  concur  with  the  California  Desert  District  Manager's  amendment  decisions 
attached. 


State  Director,  California  Desert 
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RECORD  OF  DECISION  #  c,  £~ 

a,  2- 

The  1984  amendment  review  of  the  California  Desert  Conservation  Area  Plan  was 
conducted  in  accordance  with  Bureau  of  Land  Management  Planning  Regulations, 
43  CFR  1600  as  amended  November  23,  1981  (FR,  Vol.  46,  P.  57448),  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  Chapter  7  of  the  CDCA  Plan  1980,  and  with  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality  regulations  for  implementing  the  National  Environ- 
mental Policy  Act  (40  CFR  1500). 

During  a  30-day  period,  from  April  16,  1984  to  May  15,  1984,  approximately  30 
amendments  were  proposed  by  the  public  and  by  the  ELM  staff.  These  were 
screened  by  ELM  management  and  were  considered  by  the  Desert  Advisory  Council 
(DAC)  at  a  public  "scoping"  meeting  held  in  Barstow  on  May  17,  1984.  Five 
amendments  were  accepted  for  consideration  in  the  Draft  Environmental 
Assessment  (EA).  The  remainder  were  rejected,  deferred,  or  could  be  handled 
through  other  administrative  processes. 

The  public  comment  period  on  the  Draft  EA  extended  from  December  12,  1984  to 
February  11,  1985.  Twenty-one  written  comments  were  received.  Oral  comments 
were  accepted  at  the  November  meeting  of  the  Advisory  council  in  Lancaster. 
The  DAC  gave  its  recommendations  at  the  Feb.  14,  1985  public  meeting  in  San 
Bernardino. 

The  preferred  alternatives  for  Amendments  ID,  IF,  and  4  have  been  changed  from 
those  recommended  in  the  Draft  EA.  Amendment  ID,  expansion  of  the  Jawbone- 
Butterbredt  ACEC,  was  rejected  because  planned  land  exchanges  in  this  area 
should  be  completed  prior  to  consideration  of  this  boundary  adjustment. 

Amendment  1J,  expansion  of  the  boundary  of  the  Salt  Creek  Pupfish/Rail  Habitat 
ACEC,  was  approved  with  the  modification  that  only  the  public  lands  within  the 
proposed  boundary  would  actually  be  part  of  the  ACEC. 

Amendment  4,  the  Coso  Utility  Corridor,  was  changed  slightly  to  add  a  small 
expansion  on  the  south  edge  of  the  corridor  adjacent  to  the  Naval  Weapons 
Center.  This  will  facilitate  the  placement  of  a  transmission  line  through  a 
mountainous  area. 

The  combination  of  approved  amendments  comprises  the  fourth  amendment  to  the 
Desert  Plan.  Each  component  amendment  is  described  below.  The  environmen- 
tally preferred  alternative  is  identified  except  when  there  is  no  significant 
difference.  Proposed  amendments  which  were  either  rejected  or  deferred  are 
described  in  Appendix  B  of  the  Draft  EA.   A  summary  of  public  continents  is 
given  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Record  of  Decision. 


AMENDMENT  ONE 
AREAS  OF  CRITICAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONCERN 


Proposed  Amendment 

Refine  original  boundaries  or  modify  management  prescriptions  of  13  ACECs. 
These  changes  were  proposed  when  activity  plans  were  prepared  for  each  ACEC 
over  the  last  two  years. 


AMENDMENT  1A 

EUREKA  VALLEY  DUNES  ACEC  (No.  3) 

Proposed  Amendment 

Add  two  areas  of  sand  which  are  habitat  for  two  listed  endangered  species: 
Eureka  Dunes  Evening  Primrose  (Oenothera  avita  ssp  eurekensis)  and  Eureka  Dune 
Grass  (Swallenia  alexandrae),  and  the  Category  1  endangered  species  Shining 
Locoweed  (Astragalus  lentiginosus  var  micans)  (environmentally  preferable 
alternative). 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action. 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment. 

Rationale 

Enlargement  of  the  ACEC  to  include  two  sand  areas  west  of  the  dunes  will  aid 
in  protection  of  sensitive  vegetation  and  fulfill  BLM's  obligation  under  the 
Endangered  Species  Act. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 


District  Manager  Date 


AMENDMENT  la 


AMENDMENT  IB 
DARWIN  FALI£  ACEC  (No.  6) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Adjust  boundary  to  correspond  to  the  resources  identified  for  protective 
management  in  the  CDCA  Plan.  Exclude  Zinc  Hill  area;  include  Millers  Spring 
and  China  Garden  Spring  areas  in  Darwin  Wash  (environmentally  preferable 
alternative). 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

The  ACEC  was  designated  for  intensive  protective  management  of  wildlife 
habitat  and  scenic  qualities.  The  revised  boundary  will  encompass  two 
important  water  sources,  China  Garden  Spring  and  Millers  Spring.  The  highly 
mineralized  area  around  Zinc  Hill,  which  is  incompatible  with  the  purpose  of 
the  ACEC,  will  be  removed. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 


o^^J-     w  Ujl L.  "S/nfzs' 


District  Manager  Date 


AMENDMENT  1C 
LAST  CHANCE  CANYON  ACEC  (No.  21) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Adjust  boundary  to  include  section  28,  T28S,  R38E  (environmentally  preferable 
alternative). 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

Acceptance  of  the  new  boundary  will  permit  increased  protection  of  sensitive 
cultural  resources,  including  a  rock  shelter,  a  quarry,  and  temporary 
campsites.  These  resources  are  being  damaged  by  recreationists,  in  spite  of 
the  closure  of  this  area  to  vehicle  use  by  the  Interim  Management  Plan,  1976. 
This  section  falls  within  a  recommended  wilderness  area,  WSA  164; 
incorporation  into  ACEC  21  will  allow  added  protection  until  Congressional 
designation. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 


District  Manager  Date 
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AMENDMENT  ID 
JAWBQNE-BinTERBPEDT  ACEC   (NO.    20) 

Proposed  Amendment 

Expand  ACEC  to  include  land  in  Cottonwood  Creek  and  Kelso  Valley  areas. 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Reject  proposed  amendment 

Rationale 

Land  exchanges  in  the  area  proposed  for  addition  to  the  ACEC  are  planned  for 
the  coming  year.  Expansion  of  the  ACEC  to  include  this  land  is  not 
appropriate  at  this  time.  Following  land  consolidation,  the  expansion  may  be 
presented  for  consideration. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 


District  Manager  Date 
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JAWBONE-BUTTERBREAD 
ACEC  20 

""  Original  ACEC  boundary 


AMENDMENT 
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Proposed  addition 
'I  gjj     BLM  land 

Private  land 


Scale 
1:250,000 


R34E 


R35E 


R36E 


R37E 


AMENDMENT  IE 
SALE  CREEK  (DUMONT)  ACEC  (No.  18) 

Proposed  Amendment 

Adjust  boundary  to  include  additional  100  acres  in  section  19,  T18N,  R7E,  SEM. 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

The  land  which  will  be  added  contains  an  old  adobe  structure  and  several  mines 
and  mine  shafts,  the  remnants  of  gold  mining  activity  during  the  last 
century.  These  structures  have  historical  importance  which  closely  ties  in 
with  several  sites  located  within  the  original  ACEC  boundary.  Acceptance  of 
the  amendment  will  result  in  more  protective  management  of  the  additional 
historical  resources,  which  will  complement  the  cultural  resources  already 
present. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 


& 


District  Manager  Date 
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AMENDMENT  IF 
UPPER  JOHNSON  VALLEY  YUCCA  RINGS  ACEC  (No. 46) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Adjust  boundary  to  make  it  legally  definable  and  inclusive  of  the  largest 
clones  and  heaviest  concentration  of  yucca  rings  (environmentally  preferable 
alternative) . 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

The  original  boundary  was  not  definable  in  legal  terms.  The  area  is  almost 
completely  flat,  making  it  extremely  difficult  to  determine  the  ACEC  boundary 
on  the  ground.  The  new  boundary  is  legally  definable  and  encloses  the  area 
containing  the  largest  clones  and  the  heaviest  concentration  of  yucca  rings. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 
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AMENDMENT  1G 
AMARGOSA  CANYON/GRIMSHAW  LAKE  ACEC  (NO.  13) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Modify  boundaries  and  divide  ACEC  into  two  ACECs:  the  Amargose  Canyon  Natural 
Area  ACEC  and  the  Grimshaw  Lake  Natural  Area  ACEC  (environmentally  preferable 
alternative) . 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

The  revised  boundaries  more  correctly  reflect  areas  of  highest  resource 
sensitivity  and  will  allow  more  effective  management  of  those  resources.  The 
area  will  be  managed  as  two  separate  ACECs  rather  than  as  one,  because  of 
somewhat  differing  uses  and  management  prescriptions  necessary  for  each  area. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 
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AMENDMENT  1H 
WHITEWATER  CANYON  ACEC  (NO.  49) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Adjust  boundary  to  include  those  portions  of  T  1  S,  R  3  E,  sections  19,  20, 
29,  and  30  not  already  in  the  ACEC.  Sections  19  and  29  are  private  land  but 
are  planned  for  acquisition;  upon  acquisition,  they  will  become  part  of  the 
ACEC  (environmentally  preferable  alternative). 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

The  expansion  includes  a  critical  winter  range  area  of  bighorn  sheep.  It  will 
provide  a  mechanism  for  increased  management  and  cooperation  with  the  adjacent 
San  Bernardino  National  Forest. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 


District  Manager  Date 
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AMENDMENT  ONE  I 
BIG  MORCNGO  CANYON  ACEC  (NO.  50) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Increase  size  of  ACEC  from  2695  to  3705  acres  (environmentally  preferable 
alternative). 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

The  revised  boundary  will  include  important  areas  of  summer  range  for  the  herd 
of  bighorn  sheep  which  range  the  Little  San  Bernar-  dino  Mountains.  It  will 
permit  management  to  correct  the  degrada-  tion  of  this  essential  habitat  for 
this  BLM  sensitive  species. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 
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AMENDMENT  1J 
SALT  CREEK  PUPFISH/RAIL  HABITAT  ACEC  (NO.  60) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Designate  additional  scattered  parcels  of  public  land  as  part  of  the  ACEC. 
Presently,  2,503  acres  of  scattered  tracts  of  public  land  have  been  designated 
as  part  of  the  ACEC;  the  amendment  will  incorporate  several  neighboring 
parcels  (about  2200  acres)  into  the  ACEC. 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment  with  the  following  modification.  Only  public  lands 
will  be  included  in  the  enlarged  ACEC  (environmentally  preferable  alternative). 

Rationale 

Expansion  of  the  Acec  boundary  should  benefit  sensitive  wildlife  species  found 
in  this  location.  These  include  the  desert  pupfish,  listed  as  endangered  by 
the  State  of  California,  the  Yuma  Clapper  Rail,  listed  as  endangered  by  the 
U.S.  Fish  and  wildlife  Service  and  rare  by  the  State  of  California.  Acquisi- 
tion of  additional  prime  habitat  on  privately  owned  land  may  be  considered  in 
the  future. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 
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AMENDMENT  IK 
LAKE  CAHUILLA  NO.  2  ACEC  (NO.  65) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Change  management  prescriptions  restricting  mineral  extraction  and  development 
(Table  15  in  Desert  Plan)  and  prohibiting  sand  and  gravel  extraction  (Appendix 
IV,  Page  49).  Remove  "x"  on  Table  15  (in  "restrict  mineral  exploration  and 
development  column) .  Change  Appendix  IV  prescription  number  five  to  read 
"Prohibit  sand  and  gravel  extraction  except  within  the  East  Highline  Canal 
Sand  and  Gravel  Extraction  Plan  area.  Within  the  Plan  area,  extraction 
activities  would  be  guided  by  the  provisions  of  the  management  plan." 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  action  (environmentally  preferable  alternative). 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

This  proposal  will  bring  into  conformance  the  recommendations  of  the  CDCA  Plan 
for  sand  and  gravel  extraction  in  ACEC  65  with  those  of  the  proposed  East 
Highline  Sand  and  Gravel  Extraction  Management  Plan  (EHSGEMP).  The  Desert 
Plan  disallows  extraction  within  the  ACEC.  The  EHSGEMP  sets  forth  guidelines 
for  extraction  in  appropriate  locations  along  the  East  Mesa  of  Lake  Cahuilla, 
in  a  manner  which  would  protect  sensitive  cultural  resources.  The  EHSGEMP  is 
a  multi-disciplinary  document  that  includes  an  analysis  of  cultural  resources 
as  well  as  wildlife,  botanical,  and  sand  and  gravel  resources.  It  is  based  on 
site-specific  inventories  which  were  not  feasible  in  preparing  the  CDCA  Plan. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 
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AMENDMENT  1L 
LAKE  CAHUILLA  NUMBER  5  ACEC  (NO.  69) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Change  management  proscriptions  restricting  mineral  extraction  and  development 
(Table  15  in  Desert  Plan)  and  prohibiting  sand  and  gravel  extraction  (Appendix 
IV,  page  51).  Remove  "x"  on  Table  15  (in  "restrict  mineral  exploration  and 
development"  column).  Change  Appendix  IV  prescription  number  four  to  read 
"Prohibit  sand  and  gravel  extraction  except  within  the  East  Highline  Sand  and 
Gravel  Extraction  Management  Plan  area.  Within  the  Plan  area,  extraction 
activities  would  be  guided  by  the  provisions  of  the  management  plan. 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  action  (environmentally  preferable  alternative). 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

This  proposal  will  bring  into  conformance  the  recommendations  of  the  CDCA  Plan 
for  sand  and  gravel  extraction  in  ACEC  69  with  those  of  the  proposed  East 
Highline  Sand  and  Gravel  Extraction  Management  Plan  (EHSGEMP).  The  Desert 
Plan  disallows  extraction  within  the  ACEC.  The  EHSGEMP  sets  forth  guidelines 
for  extraction  in  appropriate  locations  along  the  East  Mesa  of  Lal^e  Cahuilla, 
in  a  manner  which  would  protect  sensitive  cultural  resources.  The  EHSGEMP  is 
a  multi-disciplinary  document  that  includes  an  analysis  of  cultural  resources 
as  well  as  wildlife,  botanical,  and  sand  and  gravel  resources.  It  is  based  on 
site-specific  inventories  which  were  not  feasible  in  preparing  the  CDCA  Plan. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 


District  Manager  Date 
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AMENDMENT  1M 
PILOT  KNOB  ACEC  (NO.  73) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Delete  the  western  1,410  acres  of  this  2,230-acre  ACEC.  The  western  border 
will  follow  the  southern  extension  of  Sidewinder  Road.  The  northern  border 
will  abut  Pilot  Knob. 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

The  boundary  of  the  ACEC  will  be  modified  to  correspond  to  actual  distribution 
of  cultural  resource  values.  Areas  west  of  the  Sidewinder  Road  extension  lack 
heavily  patinated  desert  pavement  surfaces  which  mark  the  main  areas  of 
concern  for  this  ACEC.  Although  some  cultural  resource  values  are  present, 
they  lack  the  significance  of  other  values  associated  with  this  ACEC. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 
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AMENDMENT  TWO 
EDCM  HILL/WILLOW  HOLE  ACEC 


Proposed  Amendment 

Designate  approximately  1,760  acres  in  the  Coachella  Valley  as  the  Edom 
Hill/Willow  Hole  ACEC  (environmentally  preferable  alternative). 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

The  ACEC  will  provide  protection  for  the  Coachella  Valley  fringe-toed  lizard, 
the  Least  Bell's  Vireo,  and  two  federal  candidate  plant  species.  These 
sensitive  species  are  being  severely  threatened  by  heavy  recreational  vehicle 
use  in  the  area. 

Implementation  Needs 

Develop  and  implement  ACEC  Management  Plan. 


~4s~&~*-e 


*   ^Ot&s- S/nfos 


District  Manager  Date 


28 


AMENDMENT  2 


Willow  Hole  Edom  Hill   ACEC 


W,-.    •      II  _]|_BM   1334  Jl     .![•.    ••  '    ■-_.      ) 


""""^^Rp^SBM 


29 


AMENDMENT  THREE 
PATTON"S  IRON  MOUNTAIN  DIVISIONAL  CAMP  ACEC  (NO.  52) 


Proposed  Amendment 

Change  the  motorized  vehicle  access  designation  from  "closed"  to  "limited". 
Vehicle  access  will  be  allowed  only  on  routes  to  be  designated  in  the  ACEC 
management  plan. 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action. 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment 

Rationale 

The  boundary  fence  of  the  camp  and  the  fenced  relief  map  are  a  full  one- 
quarter  mile  within  the  closed  area  boundary.  Continuing  the  closed  designa- 
tion would  preclude  vehicle  access  to  these  areas.  Changing  the  designation 
would  permit  travel  on  an  approved  route  to  a  central  entrance  area  within  the 
old  camp.  Vehicular  access  would  be  provided  from  a  single  controlled  point 
on  the  camp  perimeter.  Vehicular  access  is  important,  as  many  visitors  will 
be  older,  and  distances  between  landmarks  may  be  as  much  as  two  miles. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 


District  Manager  Date 
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AMENDMENT  POUR 
COSO  UTILITY  CORRIDOR 


Proposed  Amendment 

Establish  a  one-mile  wide,  five-mile  long  utility  corricor  to  connect  the  Coso 
Known  Geothermal  Resource  Area  with  designated  Utility  Corridor  A. 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action  (environmentally  preferable  alternative). 

Decision 

Accept  Proposed  Amendment  with  the  modification  of  adding  a  small  wedge-shaped 
extension  (38  acres)  at  the  south  border  of  the  corridor,  adjacent  to  the 
Naval  Weapons  Center  boundary. 

Rationale 

A  corridor  is  needed  to  allow  construction  of  transmission  lines  of  220  kv  or 
above  to  transport  electrical  power  from  geothermal  resources  on  BLM  and  Naval 
Weapons  Center  lands  to  powerlines  in  utility  corridor  A  in  Rose  Valley.  The 
modification  conforms  more  closely  to  the  natural  topographic  route  out  of  the 
Naval  Weapons  Center.  Environmental  impacts  would  be  as  described  in  the 
Draft  EA. 

Implementation  Needs 

None 


District  Manager  Date 


32 


AMENDMENT  4\ 
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AMENDMENT  FIVE 
REVISED  WORDING  IN  LIVESTOCK  GRAZING  ELEMENT 


Proposed  Amendment 

Delete  the  fifth  paragraph  of  the  section  titles  "Allocations"  on  page  69  of 
the  Desert  Plan  and  replace  it  with  the  following: 

"No  adjustment  was  made  for  precipitation  received  during  the  survey 
period.  While  above  normal  in  some  areas  in  1977-1978,  it  followed 
several  drought  years;  therefore,  plant  vigor  and  density  may  not  be 
normal.   (Active)  preference  will  be  determined  on  the  basis  of  range 
surveys,  monitoring,  and  known  conditions  of  forage  productivity." 

Other  Alternatives  Considered 

No  Action  (environmentally  preferable  alternative) . 

Decision 

Reject 

Rationale 

Although  plant  vigor  and  density  may  or  may  not  have  been  normal  in  1977-1978, 
the  Desert  Plan  surveys  were  not  conducted  until  early  1979.  By  then,  several 
years  of  above  normal  rainfall  had  occurred.  Thus,  no  information  exists 
which  fundamentally  refutes  the  present  wording  of  the  plan,  that  is,  that  due 
to  "the  above  average  rainfall. ..capacity  estimates  should  be  considered  high." 

Interior  Department  policy  now  forbids  the  allocation  of  forage  based  on  range 
survey  data.  Therefore,  if  the  proposal  were  adopted,  monitoring  would  remain 
the  only  one  of  the  criteria  proposed  by  the  amendment  which  could  be  used  to 
make  future  adjustments  in  active  preference.  This  would  represent  no  change 
from  present  management  under  the  Desert  Plan,  which  emphasizes  monitoring  as 
the  means  for  future  adjustments. 

It  should  be  noted  that  since  1979,  most  allotments  have  had  allotment 
management  plans  (AMPs)  written  and  are,  or  soon  will  be,  managed  under  those 
AMPs.  It  should  also  be  noted  that  during  years  of  heavy  rainfall,  the  Bureau 
consistently  has  made  ephemeral  forage  available  on  request  to  operators  in 
excess  of  perennial  preference. 

Implementation  Nereis 

None 

District  Manager  Date 
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APPENDIX 


SUMMARY  OF  PUBLIC  COMMENTS 
GENERAL  OVERVIEW 

The  Draft  Environmental  Assessment  (DEA)  on  the  1984  Amendments  to  the 
California  Desert  Plan  was  released  for  public  review  on  December  12,  1985. 
The  comment  period  extended  to  February  11,  1985.   Twenty-one  letters  were 
received  during  this  period.   Oral  hearings  were  not  held,  but  the  opportunity 
to  comment  was  provided  at  the  Desert  District  Advisory  Council  meetings  in 
November  and  February  in  Lancaster  and  San  Bernardino. 

The  letters  came  from  the  following  sources:   ten  from  conservation  or 
wildlife  organizations,  six  from  local,  state,  or  Federal  agencies  (two 
letters  each),  three  from  individuals,  one  from  a  utility,  and  one  from  a 
business. 

Sixteen  of  the  respondents  were  located  in  California,  with  equal  numbers  from 
the  northern  and  southern  parts  of  the  state.   Two  letters  came  from  the  neigh- 
boring states  of  Arizona  and  Nevada,  and  the  others  were  from  Colorado  and 
Washington  D.C. 

The  majority  of  respondents  were  in  agreement  with  the  Bureau's  preferred 
alternatives  on  all  of  the  proposed  amendments.   The  principal  emphasis  was  on 
protection  of  biological  and  cultural  resources,  though  a  few  respondents 
favored  more  land  for  mineral  extraction. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS  BY  AMENDMENT 

AMENDMENT  ONE:   ACEC  BOUNDARIES  AND  MANAGEMENT 

The  State  of  California's  Department  of  Conservation  (Division  of  Mines  and 
Geology)  requested  more  discussion  of  the  impacts  of  boundary  changes  on 
mining  and  mineral  resource  conservation  and  development. 

The  following  units  of  the  amendment  were  approved  by  all  who  mentioned  them, 
but  no  specific  remarks  were  made. 

A.   Eureka  Dunes 

C.  Last  Chance  Canyon 

D.  Jawbone-But terbredt 

B.    DARWIN  FALLS 

This  boundary  change  was  approved  by  the  majority  of  commenters,  although  most 
of  them,  including  the  State  Department  of  Fish  and  Game,  wanted  assurance 
that  mining  operations  in  the  vicinity  of  Zinc  Hill  would  not  adversely  affect 
wildlife  or  other  sensitive  resources  within  Darwin  Canyon. 

E.   SALT  CREEK  (DUMONT). 

The  majority  of  respondents  approved  the  amendment.   However,  the  Goldfields 
Mining  Corporation  objected,  claiming  that  mineral  exploration  would  be  unduly 
restricted  in  an  area  having  gold  potential. 

A-l 


F.  UPPER  JOHNSON  VALLEY  YUCCA  RINGS 

This  proposal  was  supported  by  all  who  commented  on  it.  One  organization 
wanted  restrictions  on  mining  and  off  road  vehicle  (ORV)  use  in  the  vicinity 
of  yucca  rings  and  a  change  to  Multiple  Use  Class  "L".   They  argued  that 
unregulated  ORV  activity,  while  having  little  effect  on  mature  yucca  plants, 
could  be  fatal  to  young  plants,  thereby  resulting  in  the  death  of  entire 
clonal  rings  as  the  older  plants  die. 

G.  AMARGOSA  CANYON/ GRIMSHAW  LAKE. 

The  proposed  division  of  this  ACEC  into  two  separate  ACECs  and  change  in  the 
boundaries  were  supported  by  most  of  those  who  commented  on  this  amendment. 
However,  two  respondents  objected  to  these  changes.   In  addition,  the  State 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  recommended  barriers  to  motorized  vehicle  access 
to  the  Canyon  and  assurance  that  the  National  Outdoor  Coalition's  involvement 
in  the  Dumont  Dunes  Cooperative  Management  Agreement  (CMA)  with  the  BLM  would 
be  consistent  with  the  management  philosophy  already  established  for  this  ACEC, 

H.   WHITEWATER  CANYON 

This  boundary  change  was  supported  by  all  respondents  who  commented  on  it, 
because  of  its  expected  benefit  to  the  bighorn  sheep.   The  change  is  con- 
sistent with  the  Open  Space  and  Conservation  Programs  of  the  General  Plan  of 
the  County  of  Riverside. 

I.   BIG  MORONGO  CANYON 

Approval  of  this  proposal  was  identical  with  that  for  Amendment  1H.   Again, 
the  County  of  Riverside  found  it  to  be  consistent  with  their  General  Plan. 

J.   SALT  CREEK  PUPFISH/RAIL  HABITAT. 

The  majority  of  respondents  supported  expansion  of  this  ACEC  in  order  to 
protect  the  desert  pupfish  and  other  rare  and  endangered  wildlife  and  vegeta- 
tion.  The  County  of  Riverside  found  the  proposal  to  be  consistent  with  its 
Open  Space  and  Conservation  Map  and  with  its  proposed  Eastern  Coachella  Valley 
Community  Plan. 

Concern  was  shown  over  the  large  amounts  of  private  land  and  the  geothermal, 
oil,  and  gas  potential  within  the  expanded  boundaries  of  the  ACEC.  The  Gold- 
fields  Mining  Corporation  suggested  purchasing  the  private  land  before  estab- 
lishing the  ACEC.  They  agreed  with  the  Bureau's  statement  that  expansion  of 
the  ACEC  would  not  interfere  with  geothermal  development.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  Yuma  Audubon  Society  recommended  withdrawal  of  desert  pupfish  habitat  and 
all  marsh  zones  from  mineral  and  energy  development. 

K  &  L.   LAKE  CAHUILLA  ACECS  65  AND  69 

These  proposals  were  approved  by  approximately  two-thirds  of  those  who 
commented  on  them.   Two  opponents  argued  that  the  extraction  of  sand  and 
gravel  within  the  ACEC  was  inconsistent  with  the  protection  of  cultural 
resources.  They  said  this  commodity  is  widespread  and  accessible  elsewhere. 

A^2 


The  Natural  Resources  Defense  Council  questioned  the  legality  of  developing 
the  East  Highline  Sand  and  Gravel  Extraction  Management  Plan  while  the  final 
Desert  Plan  (1980)  prohibited  extraction  of  sand  and  gravel  within  ACECs  65 
and  69. 

M.   PILOT  KNOB 

Two-thirds  of  those  who  mentioned  this  amendment  gave  it  a  blanket  endorsement 
with  no  comment.   Opponents  of  this  boundary  change  believed  that  cultural 
resources  within  the  deleted  area  west  of  Sidewinder  Road  need  the  protection 
of  ACEC  status  or,  at  least,  a  Class  "L"  designation.   They  requested  protec- 
tion from  winter  visitors  and  from  mineral  development. 

AMENDMENT  TWO:   EDOM  HILL/WILLOW  HOLE  ACEC 

Two-thirds  of  all  respopndents  commented  on  this  proposal,  and  all  supported 
it.   The  State  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  and  the  Coachella  Valley  Ecological 
Reserve  Foundation  requested  that  off-road  vehicle  use  be  prohibited  within 
the  ACEC.   The  latter  group  also  proposed  that  the  population  of  the  Coachella 
Valley  Fringe  Toed  Lizard  in  wind  farm  areas  should  be  monitored,  and  that 
public  access  to  significant  natural  areas  should  be  allowed  for  nonconsumptive 
recreation.   One  respondent  felt  the  Environmental  Assessment  should  address 
the  effect  of  wind  energy  development  on  the  endangered  species  present. 

AMENDMENT  THREE:   PATTON'S  IRON  MOUNTAIN  DIVISIONAL  CAMP  ACEC 

Five  respondents  addressed  this  proposed  amendment  -  one  opposed  and  the  rest 
in  favor.   The  Ecology  Center  of  Southern  California  believed  that  opening  the 
ACEC  to  restricted  vehicle  access  would  allow  small  dirt  motorcycles  carried 
in  by  recreationists  to  trespass  into  closed  areas.   Another  commenter  pro- 
posed an  alternate  vehicular  access  route  which  would  utilize  the  powerline 
road  and  prevent  the  opening  of  new  roads. 

AMENDMENT  FOUR:   C0S0  UTILITY  CORRIDOR 

Four  respondents  endorsed  this  amendment  with  no  comment.   Two  others  recom- 
mended reducing  the  width  of  the  corridor  to  1/4  to  1/2  mile,  saying  that  a 
one  mile  width  was  excessive.   The  Sierra  Club  stated  that  a  ceiling  of  200  kv 
would  be  appropriate  for  this  geothermal  development.  Other  respondents  felt 
that  the  treatment  of  wildlife  and  visual  resources  in  the  Environmental 
Assessment  was  inadequate. 


AMENDMENT  FIVE:   GRAZING  ELEMENT  WORDING  CHANGE 

All  respondents  who  commented  on  this  proposal  agreed  that  it  should  be 
rejected. 


The  following  table  lists  specific  comments,  the  commenters,  and  the  BLM  re- 
sponse.  Where  other  commenters  raised  the  same  question,  they  are  Identified 
in  parentheses. 
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